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Table 1: Sample demographics

Age FEMALE MALE Total %
<25 46 48 94  8.12%

[25 - 34] 72 64 136 11.74%
[35 - 44] 103 88 191  16.49%
[45 - 54] 124 110 234 20.21%
[55 - 64] 115 98 213  18.39%
[65 - 74] 84 80 164 14.16%
>75 74 52 126  10.88%
Total 618 540 1158 100.00%

This table shows the total number of respondents in each age-sex category.



Figure 1. Number of interviews completed, by interviewer
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This figure shows the total number of interviews completed by each interviewer.

Protocol compliance, by interviewer

Figure 2. Duration of interviews, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time taken (in minutes) to complete the valuation
guestionnaire, by interviewer. This excludes any time taken to complete additional questionnaires such as the

country-specific background questionnaire.



Figure 3. Time taken to complete a single TTO task, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time taken (in seconds) to complete each TTO

task, by interviewer. This excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.

Figure 4. Time spent on feedback module, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time taken (in seconds) to complete the feedback

module, by interviewer.



Figure 5. Time taken to complete a single DC task, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time taken (in seconds) to complete each DC task,

by interviewer.

Wheelchair example stats.

Figure 6. Time spent on TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time spent (in seconds) on the wheelchair example

designed to introduce the TTO task, by interviewer.



Figure 7. Time spent on BTD element of TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time spent (in seconds) on the better-than-dead
200

element of the wheelchair example, by interviewer.
Figure 8. Time spent on WTD element of TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) amount of time spent (in seconds) on the worse-than-dead

element of the wheelchair example (designed to introduce the lead time TTO task), by interviewer.
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Figure 9. Number of moves used to complete TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) number of iterative steps used in the wheelchair example, by
Figure 10. Number of moves used in BTD element of TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer

interviewer.
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) number of iterative steps used in the better-than-dead

element of the wheelchair example, by interviewer.




Figure 11. Number of moves used in WTD element of TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) number of iterative steps used in the worse

element of the wheelchair example

by interviewer.

’

Figure 12. Use of WTD element of TTO wheelchair example, by interviewer
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This figure shows the number of interviews in which the worse-than-dead element of the wheelchair example was

used, by interviewer. The total number of interviews completed by each interviewer is also shown in this figure, for

comparison purposes.



Table 2. Flagged interviews

%

%

%

%

N % wcC Incon wcC TTO
Interviewer N ? WC ) Incon | . WcC . TT0
flagged | flagged | LT size ) time | | time | .

LT size time time
Interviewer_01 | 47 2 4% 1 2% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_02 | 67 17 5 7% 0 0% 13 | 19% 9 13%
Interviewer_03 | 50 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_04 | 54 8 15% 1 2% 1 2% 1 2% 6 11%
Interviewer_05 | 49 4 8% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 3 6%
Interviewer_06 | 75 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_07 | 56 3 5% 0 0% 1 2% 0 0% 2 4%
Interviewer_08 | 52 1 2% 1 2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_09 | 79 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_10 | 44 4 9% 2 5% 1 2% 1 2% 1 2%
Interviewer_11 | 55 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_12 | 42 1 2% 1 2% 0 0% 1 2% 1 2%
Interviewer_13 | 81 1 1% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1% 1 1%
Interviewer_14 | 89 8 9% 5 6% 1 1% 1 1% 3 3%
Interviewer_15 | 56 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Interviewer_16 | 69 2 3% 1 1% 0 0% 2 3% 1 1%
Interviewer_17 | 78 1 1% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 1 1%

Interviewer_18 | 60 19 12 | 20% 5 8% 1 2% 9 15%
Interviewer_19 | 55 12 22% 5 9% 1 2% 6 11% 1 2%

This table shows how many times each interviewer's TTO data have been flagged for data quality reasons. The
total number of flagged interviews is shown in column 2, and the proportion of flagged interviews is shown in

column 3. A given interview may be flagged for more than one reason. The flags are defined as follows:

1) WC LT - Interview is flagged if the interviewer does not enter the worse-than-dead element of the wheelchair

example

2) Incon size - Interview is flagged if the respondent has a clear inconsistency in their TTO ratings (the value for

55555 is not the lowest and is at least 0.5 higher than that of the state with the lowest value).

3) WC time - Interview is flagged if the interviewer does not spend at least 180 seconds (3 minutes) on the

wheelchair example.

4) TTO time - Interview is flagged if the respondent does not spend at least 5 minutes on the 10 TTO tasks




Face validity of the data (before feedback module), by
interviewer

Figure 13. Non-traders, by interviewer
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This figure shows, by interviewer, the total number of respondents who can be described as a 'non-trader' - that is,
a respondent who failed to trade in any of the TTO tasks and therefore gave a value of 1 for all health states. The
total number of interviews completed by each interviewer is also shown in this figure, for comparison purposes.

Figure 14. Zero values, by interviewer

1000

900

800

700 =

600

500 [ | H B

20 N EEE EEEEN

i I EEEEEEEEEEEEENEE

vl EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEER

gl EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEERE

o MmN N N N N N NN R R N R NN B.H.
- N O < N W N 0 OO O A4 N O < N O N 00O
O O O O o o o o 0o d @ ™=@ A ™« A « « «
(] (] (0] (] (&) (O] (] (0] (O] (] (0] (O] (] (0] (] (&) (0] (] (0]
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 =2
QL 9 9 9 9 90 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 90 v 0 0 9 9
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 ¢ <
3y g P g ggLggggygggggrsysygegss
£ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ £ c c £ c c c <c
B Number of zero values = Number of observations

This figure shows, by interviewer, the total number of health states given a value of exactly 0 in the TTO tasks. The

total number of observations for each interviewer (total number of interviews multiplied by 10) is also shown in
this figure, for comparison purposes.



Figure 15. Negative values, by interviewer
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This figure shows, by interviewer, the total number of health states given a value of less than 0 in the TTO tasks
(i.e. the number of times a health state was valued as being worse than dead). The total number of observation

for each interviewer (total number of interviews multiplied by 10) is also shown in this figure, for comparison
purposes.

Figure 16. Percentage of health states flagged using feedback module
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This figure shows, by interviewer, the overall proportion of health states that were flagged for exclusion by
respondents via the feedback module.
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Figure 17. Respondents with inconsistencies involving 55555, by interviewer
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This figure shows, by interviewer, the number of respondents whose TTO data contain at least one 'inconsistency’
in relation to health state 55555. An inconsistency is defined as a case where 55555 was not given the lowest

value. The total number of interviews completed by each interviewer is also shown in this figure, for comparison
purposes.

Figure 18. Proportion of respondents with inconsistencies before and after the feedback
module, by interviewer
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This figure shows, by interviewer, the proportion of respondents whose TTO data contained at least one

inconsistency (as defined above) both before and after they were given the opportunity to flag data for removal
using the feedback module.
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Figure 19. Mean TTO value before feedback module, by interviewer
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) value observed across all TTO tasks, by interviewer. This

excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.
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Table 3. DCE unusual responses

; . . IF IF IF IF
Interviewer N Time (mMin.)  \AAAAAA BBBBBBE ABABABA BABABAB
Interviewer_01 47 8.79 0 0 0 0
Interviewer_02 67 8.28 1 0 1 0
Interviewer_03 50 13.35 0 0 1 1
Interviewer_04 54 9.74 0 2 0 0
Interviewer_05 49 7.76 0 0 0 0
Interviewer_06 75 9.69 0 0 0 1
Interviewer_07 56 6.92 1 0 1 0
Interviewer_08 52 10.43 0 0 0 0
Interviewer_09 79 9.65 1 0 1 1
Interviewer_10 44 6.42 0 0 1 1
Interviewer_11 55 12.13 0 0 2 0
Interviewer_12 42 9.15 0 0 0 0
Interviewer_13 81 10.03 0 0 1 0
Interviewer_14 89 7.42 0 0 1 0
Interviewer_15 56 10.93 0 0 1 0
Interviewer_16 69 11.81 0 1 0 2
Interviewer_17 78 8.60 1 0 1 1
Interviewer_18 60 7.74 0 0 0 0
Interviewer_19 55 10.56 0 0 1 0

This table shows, by interviewer: the number of interviews completed (column 2); the mean amount of time taken
(in minutes) to complete the 7 DC tasks (column 3); and the number of respondents who gave unusual sets of

choices across all seven DCE tasks (columns 4-7). For example, if the respondent chose state A in all seven tasks,
this is flagged in column 4.
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Face validity of aggregate data.

Figure 20. Mean TTO value before feedback module, by level sum score
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This figure shows the mean (and standard deviation) TTO value observed, by level sum score, across all
interviewers. The level sum score is a proxy for severity and is calculated by summing the five dimension levels for
each health state. We would expect health states with lower level sum scores (e.g. 21111: 2+1+1+1+1=6) to have
higher mean values that those with higher level sum scores (e.g. 55555: 5+5+5+5+5=25). This excludes the
wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.

Figure 21. Overall TTO value distribution before feedback module
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This figure shows the TTO value distribution for all health states. For example, the rightmost bar shows the
proportion of observations of values greater than 0.9 and less than or equal to 1.0 . This excludes the wheelchair
example and practice TTO tasks.
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Figure 22. TTO value distribution before feedback module: level sum score = 6
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This figure shows the TTO value distribution for health states with a level sum score of 6 (e.g. 21111). This excludes

the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.

Figure 23. TTO value distribution before feedback module: level sum score = 12
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This figure shows the TTO value distribution for health states with a level sum score of 12 (e.g. 52221). This
excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.
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Figure 24. TTO value distribution before feedback module: level sum score = 18
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This figure shows the TTO value distribution for health states with a level sum score of 18 (e.g. 54342). This
excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.

Figure 25. TTO value distribution before feedback module: level sum score = 21
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This figure shows the TTO value distribution for health states with a level sum score of 21 (e.g. 44553). This
excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.
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Figure 26. TTO value distribution before feedback module: level sum score = 25

500
450
400
350
300
250
200
150
100
50
0

[0;0.1]
[0.9;1]

[-1;-0.9]
[-0.1; 0]

[-0.9;-0.8]

_ e e e e e e e

[-0.7 ; -0.6]
[-0.6; -0.5]
[-0.5;-0.4]
[-0.4;-0.3]
[-0.3;-0.2]
[-0.2;-0.1]

[-0.8;-0.7]

This figure shows the TTO value distribution for health states with a level sum score of 25 ((the worst health state
in the descriptive system - 55555)). This excludes the wheelchair example and practice TTO tasks.
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